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Marsh that if he refused to ordain and license
men of their views, they would have neither
successors nor assistants. So he devised a
series of questions, described as a " trap to
catch Calvinists," which the Evangelicals
could not answer to his satisfaction without
renouncing their principles; for they were
still Calvinists by profession, though not at
heart or in practice. The men failed to
pass his scrutiny, and at once there was a
storm of protest. The Bishop, in reply to a
question in the House of Lords, asserted that
their admission would have been " a species
of toleration which would shortly end in the
destruction of the Church." His act was a
bold one, for he was not attacking a struggling
cause, but a powerful body, but it was not
the less ill-advised and futile. For he was
actually imposing a new and unlawful test,
and his flank was at once turned. Other
bishops gladly received the candidates he
had rejected; he had merely caused a
temporary inconvenience and did not venture
to repeat the experiment. Its significance
lies not in what happened, but in what would
have happened, had not the beneficed clergy
had a freehold position. Bishop Marsh cher-
ished no prejudice against the unbeneficed;
he assailed them because they seemed to be